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Abstract

This paper attempts to study how the Maratha kingdom was ruled by Peshwas, who were all ministers
who served as the king's top executives and subsequently assumed the highest administrative post. By the mid-
18th century, the city of Pune was in the ascendant on the political map of India. As the seat of the Peshwas,
hereditary ministers to the Maratha king, this riverside town of little previous significance grew into a prominent
centre of commerce and diplomacy, attracting large numbers of traders, artisans, courtesans and mercenaries. A
massive season of construction was launched as the Peshwas—descendants of a clerk risen to greatness—Ileft
their enduring stamp on the city. They renamed areas that honoured previous Islamic rulers and introduced new
temples and festivals into the lives of various castes and people. There was a massive population explosion too:
One estimate suggests that Pune rose from being home to 25,000 residents in 1700 to 100,000 at the dawn of the
next century, making it “equal to Copenhagen, bigger than New York, a little smaller than Marseilles"—but

either way a major urban node in pre-colonial India.

The Maratha confederacy was founded in the 18th century after the collapse of Shivaji's Maharashtra
state in western India due to Mughal pressure. Following the death of Mughal ruler Aurangzeb (1707), Shivaji's
grandson Shahu restored Maratha authority. He gave the Brahman Bhat family, who became hereditary peshwas,
authority (chief ministers). He also intended to advance northward using peshwas-controlled forces. The
confederacy showed a broad sense of Maratha nationalism, but it was torn apart by the jealousies of its chiefs.
The Asht-Pradhan, created by Shivaji too had become ineffective in administration. In these circumstances, the
Maratha nobles were contending among themselves for power. The Peshwas of Shahu, found solutions to these
problems by their capabilities. They rose to be good diplomats and commanders. They provided the Marathas
an ideal — ideal of extending their power and influence towards the North. They rose above all other Maratha
chiefs by sheer merit and they also led them to become the foremost power in India. The first Peshwa of Shahu
was Balaji Vishwanath (1713-20 A.D.). He was the Sar Subahdar of Poona and Daulatabad when Shahu entered
Maharashtra after his release from imprisonment of the Mughals. He sided with Shahu and also brought Dhanaji
Jadav, the commander-in-chief of Tara Bai, to the rise of Shahu which helped him in capturing the throne of

Maharashtra.
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Introduction

Having heated discussions over India’s history is one of the country's favourite pastimes. These discussions are
frequently reductionist, ignoring the richness and complexity of historical events as well as the many social
milieus of pre-modern India. Too frequently, observers read their own prejudices into Indian history, either
exaggerating the sectarian and religious components of interstate conflict or looking for a progressive vision of
tolerance in the kingdom of some mediaeval monarch or another.The Maratha Empire was founded by the
Maratha warrior-hero Chhatrapati (Emperor) Shivaji, in response to the chaos and misrule that prevailed in the
Deccans in the late 17th century. This occurred as the Mughal Empire expanded into southern India. Hindu
nationalists revere the Maratha Empire, which originated among a Hindu warrior people of the western Deccan
peninsula. Their reverence stems from the fact that it was this state that reversed centuries of steadily increasing

Muslim political control over the subcontinent.

This raiding tendency of the Marathas is what sparked a debate about the Maratha Empire in the wake of the
film’s release. Detractors of the Maratha Empire allege that the Marathas only wanted a kingdom for themselves,
and thus their kingdom was “never Hindu,” which ignores the fact that the dominant religion of the ruling class
of any Indian state at this time was a major part of that state’s character, regardless of how the religion was

interpreted or applied in a political sense.

Further criticisms of the Maratha Empire allege that they were the “Mongols” of South Asia, who only
campaigned for chauth, a fourth of the revenue of other kingdoms, whether Hindu or Muslim.
Maratha raids against Bengal in 1742 and Jaipur in 1750 are especially criticized because these led to the deaths
of many Hindus. But all this misses the point. Of course, like any other kingdom in the 18th century, the Maratha
Empire meant to preserve itself, even if it meant fighting Hindus and allying with Muslims. The patchwork of
states to emerge from the declining Mughal Empire at the time was so complex that it was inevitable that alliances
of convenience between states of different religious denominations were the norm. There is no doubt that the
Marathas, like all Hindu states, were influenced by Islamic practices, art, architecture, and warfare, and that later,

Hindu nationalist historians exaggerated their Hindu credentials.

Yet there is no doubt that the imposition of the jizya tax on Hindus and the demolition of several important Hindu
temples during the reign of the Mughal Emperor Aurangzeb (who reigned from 1659-1707) would not have
occurred under Maratha rule, thus incentivizing many Hindus to defect from the Mughal Empire during or after
Aurangzeb’s reign. Unquestionably, the Marathas were consciously Hindu and interested in establishing Hindu
political power in the subcontinent. Though, like the Christian states of Iberia during the reconquista, they were

also interested in fighting and allying with whomever suited their needs at the time.
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Objective:

This paper intends to explore and analyze Peshwa, the post of chief minister among the Maratha people of India,
which was initially the head of the raja Shivaji's advisory council (reigned c. 1659-80). Peshwa-ship was
resurrected following Shahu's death in 1749, the peshwa Balaji Baji Rao became the de facto ruler of the

Marathas, ushering in the vast Maratha Confederacy.

Rise of Peshwa, the Maratha Empire

Not often does one man stamp his presence in an entire sub-continent and establish an empire that spreads across
the huge Indian land mass. His movements, from Delhi to Srirangapatnam and Gujarat to Berar over a twenty

year period in the 18th century, were unequalled in speed and distance.

His innate ability to gauge the opponent’s strengths and weaknesses and spring the trap when his enemy is lulled
into what appeared a position of strength was his forte. A victory in every battle is a dream for any military

leader. Bajirao achieved it because he had the head to plan and the hand to execute.

Around 1720, the Mughal throne had seen four occupants over two years, the Marathas were a rising power and
Bajirao’s father Balaji Vishwanath had shored up Chhatrapati Shahu’s fortunes by not just obtaining a ‘legal
sanction’ from the imploding Mughal, but also found a way to expand Maratha influence and power by carving
separate fields of operation for the restless Maratha chiefs. A lot was left undone when Balaji Vishwanath died
in 1720. A grateful Shahu looked no further than Bajirao to be his next Prime Minister at just twenty years of
age over the heads of other claimants. The old order refused to co-operate, and Bajirao in choosing beyond the
traditional Maratha aristocracy; appointed Malhar Rao Holkar, Ranoji Scindia and Udaji Pawar as his primary

helpers. From here began the move towards an empire.

In the first few years, Bajirao helped the Nizam ul mulk to establish his rule at Aurangabad and was honoured
by the Nizam for his role at the battle of Sakharkhedla in 1724. He then went on two campaigns to the south; to
Chitradurg in 1725 and Srirangapatnam in 1726. An urgent summons from his king to ward off the threat posed
by the Nizam brought him back to Satara. The Nizam, taking Sambhaji of Kolhapur along had threatened Shahu’s

very existence.

In a running battle marked by rapid moves, Bajirao surrounded the Nizam without his artillery at Palkhed and
forced him into submission; the first time that wily Subahdar faced this ignominy in his long career. Not only
did the Nizam accept all conditions but was forced to give up his support to Sambhaji of Kolhapur. Bajirao’s

battle plan at Palkhed has been described as a ‘masterpiece of strategic mobility’ by Montgomery of Alamein.

The very next year, Bajirao’s brother Chimaji, who loyally supported and sometimes excelled him in battle,
defeated and killed the Mughal subahdar at Amjhera and stamped Maratha authority in Malwa. This province

was the link between Hindustan and the Deccan and therefore of pivotal importance. Around the same time,
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Muhammad Bangash attacked Bundelkhand and threatened its aged ruler Chhatrasal. Folklore has it that

Chhatrasal sent a wandering bard to Pune with a message for Bajirao. The story goes that the Peshwa heard the

bard singing outside his palace-
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Translated it said,

‘Know you Baji rao; 1 am in that same sad plight in which a famous elephant was when caught by a crocodile.

My valiant race is on the point of extinction. Come and rescue my honour’.

Peshwa Bajirao the most important figure after Shivaji

Bajirao moved quickly through an unfrequented path to surprise Bangash and rescue Chhatrasal. After a siege at
Jaitpur, Bangash sought terms. Chhatrasal, ever grateful, gave Bajirao a third of his kingdom. He also gave him
Mastani — a love affair that occupied the remaining ten years of Bajirao’s short life. In the years to come, Bajirao
was not only accorded a warm welcome by friendly rulers at Jaipur and Udaipur but also respected by adversaries

like Bangash, who even escorted the Peshwa’s mother Radhabai on a pilgrimage to Kashi.

The Peshwa, however, had to face resentment from other chiefs in the Maratha fold and when Senapati Dabhade,
once again with the Nizam’s support, came out against Bajirao, the clash at Dabhoi proved fatal for Dabhade.
Bajirao followed up with a campaign against the Abyssinian chiefs of Janjira in 1733, where Bajirao’s land
attack combined with the naval prowess of Sekhoji Angre brought all the Siddi’s territory in his hands save
Janjira itself. When it seemed in grasp, Sekhoji died and his brothers were caught up in a civil war. While Bajirao
moved on to other pursuits, his brother Chimaji appa stepped in the Konkan and killed Siddi Sat, who had
unleashed an oppressive reign in the Konkan.

At Palkhed or Bhopal, Bajirao used tactical movements using a purely cavalry borne army and brought an enemy

to submission. The Nizam escaped on each occasion due to Shahu’s injunction to let him survive.

The attack on Delhi exposed Mughal weakness and awakened the ambition of the Persian King Nadir Shah. In
1739, Nadir Shah sacked Delhi, and sitting in the Sunehri masjid with an unsheathed sword, massacred many
thousands until pleas for mercy stopped the slaughter. Mughal stalwarts like Nizam ul mulk were reduced to
being mere supplicants while Sadat Khan was forced to commit suicide. The empty shell of the Mughals was
exposed to the world. The Maratha army under Chimaji Appa was then liberating the north Konkan coast from
the proselytising frenzy of the Portuguese. The fort of Vasai was captured at a heavy cost when Nadir Shah was
still in Delhi. To ward off Nadir Shah, Bajirao mustered whatever troops he could and reached Burhanpur to stop

his advance to the south.
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After the death of Aurangzeb, the Mughal empire degenerated very quickly. It was broken into pieces and among

the regional powers, the Marathas became the most powerful in India. Of course, there were independent
kingdoms in several parts of India but they were all terrorised by the Marathas. The Marathas made the Mughal
emperor their pensioner. They ruled over the provinces of Gujarat, Malwa, Maharashtra and Bundelkhand and
claimed Chauth and Sardeshmukhi from the rulers of Rajasthan, Avadh, Bengal, Hyderabad Karnataka, Mysore
etc. From Punjab in the North to the Cape Comorin in the South and from Guijarat in the West to Bengal in the
East, the Marathas enjoyed supremacy. Yet, the Maratha power shook to its foundations in its very first
confrontation with the English. In their first war against the English, they did not fare well ; in the second war
they were defeated ; and, in the third war they were destroyed.

Maratha Empire, conflict with British the later years

Several factors have been assigned for the defeat of the Marathas against the English. Some of them were as

follows :-
Internal Weakness of the Marathas

The empire of the Marathas was not a well-knit empire under one chief. It was a confederacy of five Maratha
chiefs who, quite often, were in conflict with one another. The nominal unity of the Marathas remained only up
to the period of the rule of Peshwa Madhav Rao I. After him, the Peshwa could not control his subordinate chiefs.
The Sindhia, the Holkar, the Bhonsle and the Gaekwad pursued self-interested policies, which many times, were
pursued against the interests of one another resulting in fighting among themselves. The British took complete
advantage of it. The Maratha chiefs themselves gave them the opportunity of interfering in their internal affairs
and fighting against them one by one. Therefore, the absence of unity among the Marathas remained their

weakness vis-a-vis the English from the beginning till the end.

The Marathas never attempted to create an organised, orderly and well-governed empire. They never took the
responsibility of improving the economic, cultural and moral conditions of their subjects. Their primary aim
remained plunder, particularly in the territories beyond their effective control. Therefore they failed to secure the
loyalty of their subjects and the Indians in general even when they came into conflict with a foreign power. By
the time the Marathas were locked in conflict with the English they had lost their human virtues. The Marathas
had succeeded against every other native power because of certain qualities of their character, viz., simplicity,
hard labour, determination to fight against all odds. But, gradually they lost them all. By losing their morals —
and thereby, their vitality, they remained no better than the rest of the native rulers and therefore, met the same
fate at the hands of the English.
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Lack of Political Foresight

The Marathas lacked political wisdom and farsightedness. When they had become the strongest power in India,
the only wise course for them was to remove the last semblance of the Mughal Empire and assume the authority
and responsibility of the Imperial power. Instead like many other groups at the court and outside, they simply
desired to control the Mughal emperor and use his name and dignity for achieving their narrow objectives. They
therefore, failed to achieve political unity of India and, thereby, failed to utilize the resources of the country

either for the benefit of its people or for meeting the challenge of a foreign foe.
Incapable Leadership

All capable Maratha chiefs died by the end of the eighteenth century. After that the leadership of the Marathas
was taken over by Baji Rao Il, Daulat Rao Sindhia, Jaswant Rao Holkar and Nana Phadnavis. Among them Baji
Rao was completely incompetent, Daulat Rao Sindhia and Jaswant Rao Holkar were selfish and the role of Nana
Phadnavis is a matter of controversy. Thus, the Marathas lacked capable leadership. On the other hand, the
English produced remarkable leaders like Lord Wellesley, Lord Hastings, Arthur Wellesley, General Lake and
Civil Officers like Elphinstone, Malcolm etc. This was certainly one of the major causes of the failure of the

Marathas against the English.
Weakness in the Social Organisation of the Marathas

The Marathas had grown to power because of the spirit of Maratha nationality which Shivaji had created among
them. It was this spirit which had broken the backbone of Aurangzeb. But the spirit was lost afterwards. The
caste-system raised its ugly head. In many Cases, the Peshwas were challenged by other Maratha chiefs, simply
because they were Brahmanas. Feudal organisation of the army and the system of collecting revenue by
hereditary chiefs further divided the Maratha society. The division of society into varied and sometimes

conflicting groups certainly weakened the Marathas.
Jagirdari System

The Jagirdari system grew among the Marathas during the period of war of Independence against Aurangzeb
when every Maratha commander was allowed to keep as his own jagir the territory captured by his own efforts.
Peshwa Baji Rao attempted to remove this evil and desired that a jagir should be jointly held at least by two
persons. He fought against the Senapati on this very issue and was successful. But, his efforts were given up
after his death and different Maratha chiefs kept their independent jagirs. That finally resulted in the formation
of Maratha confederacy and the Maratha empire no more remained one entity. Besides, Maratha chiefs
distributed jagirs to their officers for facilitating collection of Chauth and Sardeshmukhi which led to the growth
of jagirdari system. The system did not permit Maratha chiefs to centralize their economic and thereby their

military resources as well. It weakened Maratha chiefs in all respects.
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Neglect of Economic Affairs by the Marathas

Maharashtra does not have fertile land. The Marathas neglected to develop its economic resources. Therefore, it
lacked the necessary means to feed an empire. When the Marathas captured extensive territories both in the
North and the South, they could make up this deficiency by a sound system of administration. But they neglected
it. Their primary source of income continued to be Chauth, Sardeshmukhi and plunder which they got from the
territories of other native rulers. But, income by such means was irregular and insufficient. The Maratha empire,
therefore, never achieved economic stability. The Marathas by neglecting the economy of the territories under
their direct rule and plundering the territories of other native rulers brought misfortunes not only to their empire

but also to the people of India in general.
Military Weakness of the Marathas

The Marathas were certainly weaker than the English militarily. Different scholars have assigned different
reasons for it. Dr. S. N. Sen expressed the view that “When the Marathas adopted European means of warfare
they recruited people of different races in their army. Therefore, their army no more remained a national army
and lost that strength which a national army usually possesses. That constituted their primary weakness.” This
view is not acceptable to many other historians. It has also been very emphatically observed by some other
historians that the Marathas lost their battles against the English because the Marathas left their traditional
method of guerilla warfare and adopted the European methods. The view, however, contains only partial truth.
The guerilla method of warfare could be certainly effective in the plateau of the Deccan but it is doubtful if it
could be very effective in the plains of north India. The majority of the historians, therefore, say that the primary
cause of the military weakness of the Marathas was that they adopted European means of warfare but failed to
perfect them. The factories established by the Peshwa and the Sindhia for manufacturing guns and arsenals did
not produce sufficient material of a good quality. The same way, the Maratha soldiers trained by the French in
European methods did not achieve perfection in their training. The dependence of the Marathas on the French
for training and command of their armies also proved to be their weakness because the French mostly left them

in their hour of crisis. _
The Superior Diplomatic Skill and Spy-system of the English

The English were more diplomatic than the Marathas. The quarrels among the Marathas always provided them
useful opportunities. Besides, the English had their eyes on the politics of entire India. That is why they could
isolate each of the Maratha chiefs and defeat them one by one. The Marathas, on the other hand, could not even

realise that their strongest enemy were the English.

The English had organised a superior system of espionage. Apart from the regular system, every Englishman
was interested in probing the strength, organisation and the movements of the Maratha army and the mutual

relations between the Maratha chiefs. This certainly placed the English always in an advantageous position.
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The Marathas were not inspired by any ideal in fighting the English while the latter were inspired by the spirit

of nationalism and imperialist aims. Besides, by the time the English power grew in strength in India the
Marathas had already lost their vitality and therefore, they could not face the onslaught of the English and were

defeated and disgraced.
The Jagirdari system grew during the course of Maratha war of independence

The attempt of Peshwa Baji Rao to eliminate this system remained successful only during his life-time. The
system developed after his death. It resulted in the formation of Maratha confederacy and thus, broke their unity.
Besides, it grew further under different Maratha chiefs and did not allow them to centralize their economic and

military resources and, thus, weakened them all.
Conclusion

After Aurangazeb's death, the Mughal Empire descended into civil war, with his many sons vying for the throne.
Farrukhsiyar, one of the claimants, was supported by Chhatrapati Shahuji. The Marathas marched on Delhi after
selecting Balaji Vishwanath as Peshwa (Prime Minister) and succeeded in deposing Emperor Bahadur Shah and
installing Farrukhsiyar on the throne. The new sovereign, grateful for Maratha help, issued a proclamation
allowing the Marathas the authority to collect taxes in Mughal territory under Maratha control while also
extending swarajya to the Maratha homeland. Shahuji's mother was also freed from Mughal captivity thanks to
Peshwa Balaji Vishwanath's efforts. The Peshwas launched a programme of expansion with Balaji Vishwanath
(appointed on November 16, 1713), which saw the Marathas reach their highest extent. Balaji's son, Peshwa Baji
Rao I, extended the kingdom even farther, including most of modern-day central and southern India. Meanwhile,

under the protection of the Maratha Chhatrapati, the Mughals were reduced to little more than puppets.

The great effort put in by the Marathas to coronate Shivaji and officially create the Maratha Empire in 1674
demonstrates their dedication to creating a traditional Hindu kingdom in the subcontinent. This came at a time
when grand Hindu imperial coronations were rare, due to most rajas being the rulers of smaller states or under
Mughal control. During the coronation, Shivaji housed and fed 50,000 guests including Brahmins (Hindu priests)
from all over India, had himself weighed against seven metals and various valuable spices, all before bathing in
water brought over from the Ganges river, sacred to Hindus. Finally, he was declared lord of the umbrella
(Chhatrapati, his title), a traditional symbol of kingship for great Hindu and Buddhist rulers, in imitation of the
gods Varuna and Vishnu, signifying that the world was encompassed under the great king’s umbrella. Thus, by
intent and symbolism, it is clear that the Marathas were clearly establishing an empire steeped in Hindu culture

and symbolism, if not formally so in a political manner.

IJRAR19D3039 | International Journal of Research and Analytical Reviews (IJRAR) www.ijrar.org | 245


http://www.ijrar.org/

© 2016 IJRAR January 2016, Volume 3, Issue 1 www.ijrar.org (E-ISSN 2348-1269, P- ISSN 2349-5138)

References

1.

10.
11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

Agrawal, Ashvini (1983). "Events leading to the Battle of Panipat”. Studies in Mughal History.
Motilal Banarsidass. ISBN 81-208-2326-5.

Ahmad, Aziz; Krishnamurti, R. (1962). "Akbar: The Religious Aspect”. The Journal of Asian
Studies. 21 (4): 577. d0i:10.2307/2050934. ISSN 0021-9118. JSTOR 2050934.

Barua, Pradeep (2005). The State at War in South Asia. University of Nebraska Press. ISBN 0-
8032-1344-1.

Bhave, Y. G. (2000). From the Death of Shivaji to the Death of Aurangzeb: The Critical Years.
Northern Book Centre. ISBN 978-81-7211-100-7.

Bhosle, Prince Pratap Sinh Serfoji Raje (2017). Contributions of Thanjavur Maratha Kings (2nd
ed.). Notion Press. ISBN 978-1-948230-95-7.

Black, Jeremy (2006). A Military History of Britain: from 1775 to the Present. Westport, Conn.:
Greenwood Publishing Group. ISBN 978-0-275-99039-8.

Bose, MeliaBelli (2017). Women, Gender and Art in Asia, ¢. 1500-1900. Taylor & Francis. ISBN
978-1-351-53655-4.

Capper, John (1997). Delhi, the Capital of India. Asian Educational Services. ISBN 978-81-206-
1282-2.

Chaurasia, R.S. (2004). History of the Marathas. New Delhi: Atlantic. ISBN 978-81-269-0394-
8.

Chaturvedi, Prof. R. P. (2010). Great Personalities. Upkar Prakashan. ISBN 978-81-7482-061-7.
Chaudhuri, Kirti N. (2006). The Trading World of Asia and the English East India Company:
1660-1760. Cambridge University Press. ISBN 978-0-521-03159-2.

Chhabra, G.S. (2005). Advance Study in the History of Modern India. (Volume-1: 1707-1803).
Lotus Press. ISBN 978-81-89093-06-8.

Cooper, Randolf G. S. (2003). The Anglo-Maratha Campaigns and the Contest for India: The
Struggle for Control of the South Asian Military Economy. Cambridge University Press. ISBN
978-0-521-82444-6.

Disha Experts (2017). Breathing in Bodhi - the General Awareness/ Comprehension book - Life
Skills/ Level 2 for the avid readers. Disha Publications. ISBN 978-93-84583-48-4.

Edwardes, Stephen Meredyth; Garrett, Herbert Leonard Offley (1995). Mughal Rule in India.
Delhi: Atlantic Publishers & Dist. ISBN 978-81-7156-551-1.

Farooqui, Salma Ahmed (2011). A Comprehensive History of Medieval India: Twelfth to the
Mid-Eighteenth Century. Pearson Education India. ISBN 978-81-317-3202-1.

Gash, Norman (1990). Wellington: Studies in the Military and Political Career of the First Duke
of Wellington. Manchester University Press. ISBN 978-0-7190-2974-5.

IJRAR19D3039 | International Journal of Research and Analytical Reviews (IJRAR) www.ijrar.org | 246


http://www.ijrar.org/

© 2016 IJRAR January 2016, Volume 3, Issue 1 www.ijrar.org (E-ISSN 2348-1269, P- ISSN 2349-5138)

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24,

25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

31.

32.

33.

34.

Ghazi, M.A. (2002). Islamic Renaissance In South Asia (1707-1867) : The Role Of Shah
Waliallah & His Successors. New Delhi: Adam. ISBN 978-81-7435-400-6.

Gokhale, Balkrishna Govind (1988). Poona in the eighteenth century: an urban history. Oxford
University Press. ISBN 978-0-19-562137-2.

Hasan, Mohibbul (2005). History of Tipu Sultan. Delhi: Aakar Books. ISBN 978-81-87879-57-
2.

Hatalkar, V. G. (1958). Relations Between the French and the Marathas: 1668-1815. T.V.
Chidambaran.

Imperial Gazetteer of India vol. 111 (1907), The Indian Empire, Economic (Chapter X: Famine,
pp. 475-502), Published under the authority of His Majesty's Secretary of State for India in
Council, Oxford at the Clarendon Press. Pp. xxx, 1 map, 552.

Jackson, William Joseph (2005). Vijayanagara voices: exploring South Indian history and Hindu
literature. Ashgate Publishing, Ltd. ISBN 978-0-7546-3950-3.

Jones, Rodney W. (1974). Urban Politics in India: Area, Power, and Policy in a Penetrated
System. University of California Press. p. 25. ISBN 978-0-520-02545-5.

Kantak, M. R. (1993). The First Anglo-Maratha War, 1774-1783: A Military Study of Major
Battles. Popular Prakashan. ISBN 978-81-7154-696-1.

Kincaid, Charles Augustus; Parasanisa, Dattatraya Balavanta (1925). A History of the Maratha
People: From the death of Shahu to the end of the Chitpavan epic. Volume Ill. S. Chand.
Kulakarni, A. Ra (1996). Marathas and the Marathas Country: The Marathas. Books & Books.
ISBN 978-81-85016-50-4.

Kulkarni, Sumitra (1995). The Satara Raj, 1818-1848: A Study in History, Administration, and
Culture. Mittal Publications. ISBN 978-81-7099-581-4.

Lee, Wayne (2011). Empires and Indigenes: Intercultural Alliance, Imperial Expansion, and
Warfare in the Early Modern World. NYU Press. ISBN 978-0-8147-6527-2.

Lindsay, J.O., ed. (1967). The New Cambridge Modern History. VVol. VII The Old Regime 1713-
63. Cambridge: University Press.

Majumdar, R. C. (1951a). The History and Culture of the Indian People. VVolume 7: The Mughul
Empire [1526-1707]. Bharatiya Vidya Bhavan G. Allen & Unwin.

Majumdar, Ramesh Chandra (1951b). The History and Culture of the Indian People. Volume 8
The Maratha Supremacy. Mumbai: Bharatiya Vidya Bhavan Educational Trust.

Majumdar, R. C. (1951). The History and Culture of the Indian People. Volume 7: The Mughul
Empire [1526-1707]. Bharatiya Vidya Bhavan — via G. Allen & Unwin.

Manohar, Malgonkar (1959). The Sea Hawk: Life and Battles of Kanoji Angrey. p. 63. OCLC
59302060.

IJRAR19D3039 | International Journal of Research and Analytical Reviews (IJRAR) www.ijrar.org | 247


http://www.ijrar.org/

© 2016 IJRAR January 2016, Volume 3, Issue 1 www.ijrar.org (E-ISSN 2348-1269, P- ISSN 2349-5138)

35.

36.

37.

38.

39.

40.

41.

42.

43.

Marshall, P. J. (2006). Bengal: The British Bridgehead: Eastern India 1740-1828. Cambridge
University Press. ISBN 978-0-521-02822-6.

Metcalfe, Charles Theophilus (1855). Kaye, John William, Sir (ed.). Selections from the Papers
of Lord Metcalfe: Late Governor-General of India, Governor of Jamaica, and Governor-General
of Canada. London: Smith, Elder and Co.

Mehta, Jaswant Lal (2005). Advanced Study in the History of Modern India 1707-1813. Sterling.
ISBN 978-1-932705-54-6.

Mehta, Jaswant Lal (2009) [1984], Advanced Study in the History of Medieval India, Sterling
Publishers Pvt. Ltd, ISBN 978-81-207-1015-3

Mittal, Satish Chandra (1986). Haryana: A Historical Perspective. New Delhi: Atlantic.
Montgomery, Bernard Law (1972). A Concise History of Warfare. Collins.

Naravane, M.S (2006). Battles of the Honourable East India Company: Making of the Raj. New
Delhi: APH Publishing. ISBN 978-81-313-0034-3.

Nayar, Pramod K. (2008). English Writing and India, 1600-1920: Colonizing Aesthetics.
Routledge. ISBN 978-1-134-13150-1.

Nehru, Jawaharlal (1946). Discovery of India. Delhi: Oxford University Press.

IJRAR19D3039 | International Journal of Research and Analytical Reviews (IJRAR) www.ijrar.org | 248


http://www.ijrar.org/

